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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, 
among which are those of enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting 
property, and of pursuing and obtaining safety and happiness. - Article 1, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 


Can Soldiers Be Peace Officers? 
The Waco Disaster and the 
Militarization of Law Enforcement 

By David B. Kopel and Paul M. Blackman 
Excerpt III 

B. Military Support for BATF 

What kind of military support did 
BATF receive? Throughout February 1993, 
BATF agents learned at Fort Hood how to 
carry on a surprise military raid against the 
Mount Carmel Center [Lee Hancock, “ATF 
Official Defends Raid Planning,” Dal. Morn. 
News, Mar. 27, 1993]. The training was 
conducted by Army Special Forces (Green 
Berets) from Fort Bragg, North Carolina. The 
Green Berets also allegedly wrote a specific 
assault plan for BATF to use at Mount Carmel, 
and four Green Berets were allegedly present 
at Mount Carmel as observers on the day of the 
raid [James L. Pate, “Special Forces Involved 
in Waco Raid,” Soldier of Fortune, May 1994], 

To carry out the raid, BATF had 
procured helicopters from the Texas National 
Guard [The Texas Army National Guard 
helicopters were two OH-58 Kiowas and a 
UH-60A Black Hawk. James L. Pate, “ATF's 
Bloody Sunday,” Soldier of Fortune, June 
1993], Unlike federal law, which allows some 
reimbursed use of the military even when 
drugs are not involved, Texas law only allows 
the use of its National Guard helicopters for 
law enforcement when there is a drug nexus. 

BATF also made use of the Alabama 
National Guard for aerial photography. The 
use was authorized by a "memorandum of 
agreement" between the Adjutant Generals of 
the Texas and Alabama National Guards. 
Even if the drug nexus had been real, there are 
a number of problems with employing the 
Alabama National Guard in Texas. Texas law 
expressly requires the governor's approval for 
the entry of a military force that, like the 
Alabama National Guard, is not part of the 
U.S. armed forces. [The National Guard is a 
complex 


entity which most of the time is under 
state control, and in that capacity would 
be known as the "Alabama National 
Guard." The President has the option of 
calling the National Guard into federal 
service, at which point the entity becomes 
known as the "National Guard of the 
United States." Most National Guard 
troops are dually-enlisted in the state and 
federal Guards, and take separate oaths of 
loyalty to each. (A few high-ranking 
officers may serve only in a State Guard, 
and are not subject to induction into 
federal service.) The Alabama National 
Guard, not in federal service, was covered 
by the Texas law requiring the Texas 
Governor's permission to enter Texas. 
But Texas Governor Ann Richards never 
knew about the use of the Alabama or 
Texas National Guards until after the 
raid.- Committee Report, supra note 22, at 
34 ]. Alabama law limits the operation of 
the Alabama National Guard to the state 
boundaries of Alabama. [Ala. Code § 3 
1-2-7 (1995)] Thus, the deployment of 
the Alabama National Guard in Texas 
was a flagrant breach of the laws of 
Alabama and Texas. 

In addition, the "memorandum 
of agreement" providing for use the 
Alabama National Guard in Texas 
violated the United States Constitution. 
Agreements between two or more states 
require congressional consent, and 
Congress had not consented to the 
Alabama/Texas "agreement." ["No State 
shall, without the Consent of 
Congress...enter into any Agreement or 
Compact with another State...." U.S. 
Const., Art. I, § 10, cl. 3; Committee 
Report, supra note 22, at 34-35. The 
general rule of interpretation for this 
clause of the Constitution, as stated in 
Virginia v. Tennessee, 148 U.S. 503 
(1893), and United States Steel Corp. v. 
Multistate Tax Comm'n, 434 U.S. 452 


(1978), is that Congressional 
consent is required for agreements 
which increase the political power of 
the states to the possible detriment of 
federal powers. See Committee Report, 
supra note 22 n. 166, 169. Since the 
Alabama Governor has no legal 
authority to command the Alabama 
National Guard beyond the 
boundaries of Alabama (Ala. Code § 3 
1-2-7 (1995)), and since the Governor 
of Texas was not even aware of the 
Alabama Guard's presence in ha¬ 
state, the Alabama Guard was under 
the practical command of neither 
Governor, and was thus, in essence, a 
rogue military force, answerable only 
to itself. The existence of such a force 
poses an obvious danger to federal 
supremacy, and hence would likely be 
unconstitutional under the principles of 
Virginia and United States Steel] . In 
other words, the Adjutant Generals of 
the National Guards of Alabama and 
Texas executed a "memorandum of 
agreement" which purported to 
authorize cross-border use of the 
Alabama National Guard, even though 
the "agreement" as implemented was in 
defiance of the law of Alabama, the law 
of Texas, and the Constitution of the 
United States. It is precisely such 
military usurpation of civil authority— 
the destruction of the rule of civil law- 
-which is the ultimate, and real danger 
posed by use of the military in law 
enforcement. 

Shortly after the raid, 
Governor Richards blasted the BATF 
for having lied to obtain the Texas 
helicopters. [David B. Kopel & Paul H. 
Blackman, No More Wacos: What's 
Wrong with Federal Law Enforcement 
and How to Fix It, 89 (1997)]. BATF 
then claimed that a British surveillance 
airplane, recently brought onto the 










Waco scene, had found new thermal evidence 
of the methamphetamine lab. Later, a law 
enforcement expert from the federal 
government's Sandia National Laboratories 
would describe evidence of a 
methamphetamine lab as based on "an 
overflight using some very unsophisticated, 
forward-looking infrared devices" and 
detecting "the so-called hot spot on the 
compound.” [See Joint Hearings, supra note 3, 
part 1, at 308-309 (testimony of Wade 
Ishimoto)]. “That hot spot could have come 
from any number of heat sources," but the 
government chose it to be indicative of a meth 
lab. (At Ruby Ridge, the thermal "hot spot" 
which was asserted to be the site of Randy 
Weaver's drug lab was actually a dog house.) 
An anonymous BATF source told a reporter 
that the new drug allegation "was made up ... 
out of whole cloth ... a complete fabrication" to 
avoid further criticism from Governor 
Richards. [ James L. Pate, “Gun Gestapo's 
Day of Infamy,” Soldier of Fortune, June 
1993], 

C. Helicopters, Machine Pistols, and 
other Weapons 

1. Helicopters 

While the National Guard helicopters 
were not armed, at least some of the BATF 
agents on board the helicopters were carrying 
MP-5 machine pistols, contrary to assertions 
by some government officials. [Statement of 
Rep. Steve Chabot. During the siege, a heated 
discussion between BATF negotiator Jim 
Cavanaugh and Koresh regarding guns on the 
helicopters ended with their calmly agreeing 
that there were no guns mounted on the 
helicopters but that agents on the 'copters had 
guns. Negot. Tapes (Mar. 4, 1993)]. 

Significant evidence suggests that the BATF 
agents in the helicopters strafed the roof of the 
building. For example, Dr. Bruce Perry 
examined the Branch Davidian children who 
left the compound in the weeks following the 
BATF raid. One child drew a picture of a 
house beneath a rainbow. Perry asked, "Is 
there anything else?" and the child then drew 
bullet holes in the roof. [Sue Anne Pressley, 
“Waco Cult's Children Describe Beatings, 
Lectures, War Games,” Wash. Post, May 5, 
1993], Newsweek magazine reprinted the 
Davidian girl's picture of her home with a 
dotted roof. "Bullets" the girl explained. 
[Melinda Beck, “Someone Dropped the Ball,” 
Newsweek, May 17, 1993. See also Lynne 
Lamberg, “Children and Families Need Help 
After Disasters,” JAMA, June 12, 1996], 

Catherine Matteson, a seventy-two- 
year-old Branch Davidian woman not accused 
of any crimes, was interviewed by the Las 
Vegas Review-Journal. She clearly recalled 
seeing helicopters firing through the roof and 
walls of the residence, stating "I saw the 
yellow flashes." [Vin Suprynowicz, “Speaking 
the Unpalatable Truth,” The Libertarian, Sep. 
15, 1996, available at 


http://www.nguworld.com/vind 
ex/ ] When machine guns fire, there is a 
yellow flash of muzzle blast, visible even 
in daylight. During the negotiations, 
Koresh and his chief aide, Steve 
Schneider, insisted that there were at least 
five witnesses who saw three helicopters 
come over and start shooting into 
Koresh's room, destroying his television 
set [ Negot. Tapes, Mar. 4-5, 1993], 

Schneider's attorney, Jack 
Zimmermann, who went into the Branch 
Davidian house during the siege, later 
testified that he saw many bullet holes in 
the ceilings with a downward trajectory, 
indicating that the helicopters had been 
firing into the compound from above. 
[Dick DeGuerin, Koresh's attorney, went 
inside the compound during the siege, to 
try to convince Koresh to surrender. 
DeGuerin said that he saw "bullet holes in 
the ceiling of the highest room in the 
compound.... The only way those bullets 
could have been made was from someone 
standing on the roof shooting down, or 
someone shooting from the helicopters." 
DeGuerin and Jack Zimmermann (Steve 
Schneider's attorney, who went into the 
compound with DeGuerin) said they saw 
bullet holes in Koresh's bedroom, in 
addition to bullet holes in the gun room. 
The bullet holes in the gun room, unlike 
those in the bedroom, could have come 
from agents who climbed onto the roof 
and who participated in the firefight at the 
gun room.] There is no nearby high 
ground from which BATF agents not in 
helicopters could have shot bullets into 
the building with a steep downward 
trajectory. [The Texas Rangers, who 
investigated the February 28 gun battle, 
testified that they found no evidence of 
shooting from helicopters, although the 
Rangers were unable to offer an 
alternative explanation for how the bullet 
holes described by DeGuerin could have 
been created.] 

The BATF stated the 
helicopters were simply used as a 
"diversionary device" during the raid, to 
draw attention to the back of the building, 
while the BATF ground forces entered the 
front; no shots came from the helicopters 
[^Defense Rests without Calling 
Cultists,” N.Y. Times, Feb. 18, 1994], 
BATF agent Davy Aguilera, who was in 
one of the helicopters, testified to 
Congress that the agents in the helicopters 
were armed, and had been told that they 
were allowed to fire in self-defense. 
Aguilera maintained that no shots were 
fired from the helicopters. 

At least during wartime, there 
are sound tactical reasons for beginning 
an assault on a building by strafing the 
second story roof. The bullets coming 
through the ceiling will force people on 


the second floor to retreat to the first 
floor. It will therefore be easier for 
assault personnel to enter the second 
story (a key element of the BATF raid 
was getting an entry team into the "gun 
room" on the second story, where the 
Branch Davidian rifles and ammunition 
were kept). In addition, riflemen 
defending the building against ground 
attack will be deprived of the advantage 
of an elevated firing position. Also, 
strafing the second-floor gun storage 
room would prevent the Davidians 
from retrieving their weapons prior to 
the imminent arrival of BATF land 
forces. 

But strafing a building is not 
a particularly effective way to rescue 
children who are thought to be in 
danger. The second story of the Mount 
Carmel Center was known to be the 
living quarters for the women and 
children, and for Koresh; other men 
were not allowed up there. [In the 
course of the negotiations, when the 
FBI suggested sending in a videotape 
showing the children who had left the 
residence, Koresh and his followers 
remarked that helicopter fire through 
the ceiling had damaged his television, 
and the Davidians would have to check 
to see if they had working TVs to use 
with their VCRs. Negot. Tapes, (Mar. 
4-5, 1993)]. 

Strafing the roof, if it 
happened, might well be considered 
grotesquely excessive use of force for 
serving a search warrant. The persons 
who did the strafing might be 
considered guilty of reckless 
endangerment or homicide. If the 
Davidians fired first at the helicopters, 
then return fire at particular targets 
would be lawful, but not random 
firing through a roof. [Branch 
Davidian rifle shots did hit at least one 
of the helicopters, forcing it to make an 
emergency landing]. 

Whether lawful or not, the 
federal government's alleged machine- 
gunning a roof that covered dozens of 
women and children would probably 
have been ill-received by the press and 
public. If there were hundreds of 
bullet holes in the roof, there would 
have been a motive for the federal 
government to destroy the evidence by 
having the building burned down, as 
Steve Schneider noted in the course of 
the subsequent negotiations. 

2. Armor-piercing Ammunition 

If BATF forces on the ground were 
using the armor-piercing 9mm Cyclone 
ammunition (as some sources 
claim)[Pate, “Day of Infamy,” 62. The 
Treasury Report does not address the 





issue of Cyclone ammunition.], such action 
was in disregard for the safety of 
noncombatants. BATF knew, or should have 
known, that the armor-piercing ammunition it 
was using could easily penetrate the thin walls 
of the compound at Mount Carmel Center, 
endangering the children whom the BATF 
claimed to be protecting from abuse. 
[Testimony of Stuart Wright. (The Treasury 
Report states that the Davidians killed by 
BATF agents were struck with 9mm 
FlydraShok rounds, not the Cyclone.) The 
Cyclone, as annor-piercing handgun 
ammunition, is banned from sale to civilians. 
18. U.S.C, § 922(a)(8)&(9) (1994). Perhaps it 
is worth considering whether sale of such 
deadly ammunition to the government should 
also be prohibited.]. 

BATF's perception was very 
different, that the agents were expressly armed 
mostly with 9-mm machine pistols. "We knew 
there was a lot of children in there. And we 
knew there were a lot of women and innocents 
in there.... And with all these innocents in 
there, our teams ... took mostly 9-mm firearms 
that they knew would not penetrate those 
walls, they knew would not go through and hit 
innocent children. And, so, in essence, the 
beating we took was because we were trying 
not to have firearms that would go through the 
walls." [Testimony of BATF Agent James 
Cavanaugh. BATF Deputy Director for 
Enforcement, Dan Hartnett, confirmed that he 
curtailed AR-15 use because of the rifle 
bullets' ability to penetrate, but some AR-15s 
were used since they were requested, and the 
assault was to occur in a non-urban setting]. 
Actually, 9-mm rounds can penetrate thin 
walls like those at the Mount Cannel 
residence. [An "AR-15" is an automatic rifle. 
Many persons informally use "AR-15" for 
semiautomatic rifles which have the same 
outward appearance—but not the same internal 
components—as the automatic AR-15. The 
BATF rifles were semiautomatics, but we 
follow BATF's usage in calling them "AR-15s, 
since we do not know exactly which model the 
BATF rifles were]. 

Next month: Military Support of 
BATF: Machine Pistols 


N.J. Prosecutor Accuses FBI and U.S. 
Attorney’s Office of Allowing Informant 
to Operate Outside the Law 

Bergen County Prosecutor Robert Schmidt 
has accused federal agents of shielding an FBI 
informant who allegedly ran a brothel in Lodi, NJ. 
According to the April 7, 200lStar-Ledger. Schmidt 
also accused Robert Cleary, the US Attorney for 
New Jersey, of trumping up criminal charges against 
people who complained about the informant’s 
actions. Two Superior Court judges threw out FBI- 
instigated charges against a former Lodi police 
officer and a citizen. 


In response the New Jersey militia sent the 
following letter to Schmidt, New Jersey 
sheriffs and Bergen County police departments. 
William H. Schmidt 
Bergen County Prosecutor 
10 Main St. 

Hackensack, New Jersey 07601 
Dear Mr. Schmidt, 

You may not have seen the 
enclosed Hartford Courant article 
reprinted in the January 2001 New Jersey 
Militia Newsletter [headline “Memos 
Point to FBI Murder Coverup”]. Briefly 
it relates how FBI agents and their 
informants in Boston broke the law over a 
forty-year period, with the approval 
(originally) of FBI Director J. Edgar 
Hoover. So the shielding of criminals as 
the FBI apparently has done in Bergen 
County is a longstanding problem. 

Hopefully New Jersey sheriffs 
and police will re-double their efforts to 
shield the people by keeping out of their 
jurisdiction any federal agent who does 
not have a valid search warrant. Even if 
federal officers are once again confined to 
their constitutionally authorized 
jurisdiction (counterfeiting, treason, 
piracy) vigilance will still be required. 

Incidentally, U.S. Attorney for 
New Jersey Robert Cleary never 
acknowledged a request to identify to the 
sheriffs all federal agents in New Jersey 
who were involved in the Waco debacle. 
Sincerely, 

For the New Jersey militia 
cc Sheriffs and Bergen Police Depts. 
w/encls 

“Memos Point to FBI Murder Coverup” 
“United Nations - Friend or Foe?” 

Ed: Stapled to the packet was a note 
- “Please post and circulate to all sworn 
officers and staff. Thank you for protecting 
life, liberty and property from all enemies 
foreign and domestic!” 

Who knows, it might even do some 

good. 

Meanwhile in the UK... 

The burglar who was shot by Tony 
Martin, a Norfolk farmer who was defending 
his home, is being consulted by British officials 
about how long the homeowner should stay in 
jail for the crime of resisting the break-in. The 
burglar has 34 convictions for burglary, theft 
and handling stolen goods. — London 
Telegraph, April 29, 2001 

Open Letter to Legislators 

To Whom It May Concern, 

To my understanding you are 
debating the passage of laws requiring 
trigger locks and mandatory storage of 
guns. As a grieving grandmother. I wish 
to express to you how trigger locks and 
mandatory storage laws in the State of 
California affected my family. I hope my 


testimony may save someone in your 
state from sharing the pain we must 
now endure for the remainder of our 
lives. 

I am the paternal 
grandmother of the two children who 
were brutally murdered inside their 
rural Merced California home on 
August 23, 2000 by a stranger with a 
pitchfork. 

Instead of suing gun 
manufacturers, I am of the opinion it is 
our lawmakers who need to be sued. It 
was you who created the laws that kept 
my grandchildren from being able to 
defend themselves with any weapon 
greater than their bare hands. All of 
my son's children had been trained in 
the use of firearms but were unable to 
get to their Dad's weapon because of 
California State Law. 

You, who have CCW permits 
or anned bodyguards, or both expect 
me to face a society gone mad because 
of drug-altered brains and lax laws on 
the perpetrators of crime? There is a 
growing list, in my area alone, of 
people (mostly women) who might still 
be alive had they not been in a state 
where the use of a gun was prohibited. 
Juli Sund, Carole Sund, Selvina 
Pelosso, Joie Armstrong, Ashley and 
John William Carpenter to name a few. 
Lawmakers talk big about a woman's 
right to choose yet don't allow me the 
very basic right to choose to defend 
myself? 

Look at your child tonight 
and imagine him or her with their eyes 
jabbed out, their skulls splintered, their 
brains pierced, and their spines broken 
with the heavy tines of a spading fork. 
In defending her sisters to the death 
with the only weapon you allowed her, 
[her bare hands] Ashley had 138 
puncture wounds. Twenty-nine of them 
were on the right side of her face, five 
on the back of her head, and thirty- 
seven to her chest and lower neck. 
(Obviously he was trying to behead 
her.) She was nine years old. While 
sleeping in his parents bed, in his own 
house, John William, 7 years old, was 
stabbed 46 times, with most of them in 
the chest, neck, and head. 

Now, imagine all the gun 
laws you can dream up and honestly 
admit whether or not they would have 
stopped such a mad dog as this. 

You may declare gun free 
zones, but you cannot declare killer 
free zones. 

This tragedy has made me 
realize I am not even safe in my locked 
home, my barn, or my backyard. I dare 
you to request the autopsy reports of 
John William & Ashley Danielle 
Carpenter done on August 28, 2000 




from Sheriff Tom Sawyer of the Merced 
County Sheriffs Dept. Also ask him for the 
police interview with the killer's wife and 
girlfriend telling about his drug use and devil 
worship. Ask Detective Parsley about his fetish 
for horror movies produced by a John 
Carpenter, (no relation to us), and one he 
especially liked, that we have learned depicts a 
killing done with a pitchfork. If you have an 
honest bone in your body you will see this 
country is in desperate need of a change of 
heart not the gun laws that have been in place 
for over two hundred years. All the gun laws 
you can imagine cannot change the heart of a 
killer and you know it. Until man's heart is 
changed, we will be like sheep led to the 
slaughter without our weapons of defense. 

May you stand before God and man 
as my two precious grandchildren's killer if 
you pass any more gun legislation that will 
make me a felon should I own a handgun or 
any other gun for that matter. 

Sincerely, 

Mary Carpenter 


“Speak Up for Your Judiciary” 

By Richard C. Eymann, President, 
Washington State Bar Association 
As the legal profession struggles with 
public misperceptions and misplaced 
criticisms, we have allowed our judges to be 
wrongfully castigated by media, politicians and 
others - without response. At the heart of our 
criminal and civil justice systems is our 
judiciary, comprised of judges who, with very 
few exceptions, conscientiously interpret and 
carry out the laws. 

Indeed, the preamble to the Code of 
Judicial Conduct states: our legal system is 
based on the principal that an independent, fair 
and competent judiciary will interpret and 
apply the laws that govern us. The role of the 
judiciary is central to American concepts of 
justice and the rule of law. 

Yet on a nearly daily basis, trial 
and appellate court judges are criticized for 
decisions clearly based on applicable law, 
court rules and sentencing guidelines that they 
are required to follow. 

Is there a rational explanation for 
why people attack our judiciary? 

Who are these people? Some are 
legislators or elected officials who may be 
hoping for knee-jerk responses from an 
uninformed public to further their personal 
agendas. What is ignored is that these 
legislators and their predecessors wrote many 
of the laws being enforced by the courts. 
There are also those who encourage public 
complaint and then profit by disseminating 
such complaints, e.g., some radio talk show 
hosts. These are people who mock our judicial 
system, and either cannot understand how our 
laws are written or interpreted, or simply are 
ignorant that our judges are called to act upon 
to protect justice even when it may be 
unpopular. 


Their purpose is to create 
conflict among their audience, to shock 
and belittle for the sake of higher ratings 
and advertising dollars. 

— http://www.wsba.org/ 
Response to Richard C. Eymann 
Dear Mr. Eymann, 

I read today your article, “Speak 
Up for Your Judiciary.” You can't 
possibly be naive to get where you are. 
You can't possibly be a decent human 
being to do what you do. Your article is a 
testimony to that. 

Dr. Jacob Roginsky, President, A Matter 
of Justice Coalition 
http://www.amatterofiustice.org 

Beware “The Committee on the 
Constitutional System” 

I am an historian who has 
researched THE CONSPIRATORIAL 
VIEW OF HISTORY for 37 years. I have 
written three books, nine booklets, and 
produced a variety of video tapes, totaling 
56 hours, on the subject. Jim Marrs in his 
"best-selling" book entitled RULE BY 
SECRECY quotes from my research quite 
liberally. 

But I am not here to sell books, 
I am here to discuss the possible motives 
for THE CRISIS that may soon befall our 
country. 

Let's pretend that you didn't like 
the Constitution of the united States of 
America because you believed that it was 
"outmoded" because it was "written for an 
agrarian society," and that it couldn't 
"respond to modem problems" anymore. 

You would want to make your 
views as public as possible to gain 
popular support to get America ready for 
the changes you envision as being needed 
to replace the document. 

You would obviously need to 
create a popular following and to do so, 
you would need to create an organization 
of like-minded people to make your views 
known to the world. You would gather 
these people together to let America know 
that you are people of importance and 
power, not some "vast left wing 
conspiracy." (If Hillary Clinton can 
create a pretend "vast right wing 
conspiracy," I can certainly create a 
pretend "vast left wing conspiracy!") 

Those fellow believers would 
have to be: "prominent citizens such as 
present and former senators and 
representatives, cabinet members, 
officials of national and state political 
parties, governors, lawyers, scholars, 
journalists, and business leaders" (page 
xiv of the book REFORMING 
AMERICAN GOVERNMENT) so that 
the people would believe that your 
concerns were valid when you made them 
public. 


You would need to give that 
organization a prestigious title like 
THE COMMITTEE^ ON THE 
CONSTITUTIONAL SYSTEM. 

And to fund your activities, 
you would need to secure donations, 
and the easiest way to secure large 
amounts of money is to convince 
prestigious foundations such as "the 
Brookings Institution, the Ford 
Foundation, the Rockefeller 
Foundation, The Dillon Fund, and the 
Hewlett and American Express 
foundations" to support you and your 
"prominent citizens." (page xvi) 

You would certainly wish to 
use some of that money to publish a 
334 page book entitled REFORMING 
AMERICAN GOVERNMENT that 
would tell the American people of your 
concerns and solutions. 

Then you would need to 
create a "crisis" to convince the people 
of America to change their 
Constitutional government because 
"such a significant shift in our 
Constitution is unlikely to come about 
except as a result of a crisis that is very 
grave indeed." 

Now, let me say that all of 
the above has been accomplished. 

I was not pretending. 

All of the above is real. 

There is a "vast left wing 
conspiracy" that was created to share 
its concerns about the Constitution of 
the united States of America, and then 
to offer its solutions. (Yes, Hillary, 
there is a "VAST, LEFT WING 
CONSPIRACY," a real one!) 

(One of the reason I know it 
is real is because your husband, Bill 
Clinton, told us it was real on national 
television in 1992! It was during his 
nationally broadcast "Acceptance 
Speech" as the Democrat Party's 
candidate for the Presidency. (If you 
want to read it, it’s in his book entitled 
PUTTING PEOPLE FIRST, ISBN 0- 
28129-2193-3, starting on page 217.) 

He praised two men who had 
gotten him into politics: former 
President John Kennedy and Dr. 
Carroll Quigley, a professor he had at 
Georgetown University between 1964 
and 1968. 

The Professor had written a 
book entitled TRAGEDY AND HOPE 
(ISBN: 0-913022-14-4) while Bill was 
a student there (1966) in which he says 
(we know that Bill read the book. It 
was "required reading for Quigley's 
students") : 

"The business interests [in 
another part of the book, Dr. Quigley 
called them "an international network"] 
expected to control both political 
parties equally. 









Some of them intended to contribute 
to both and allow an alternation of the two 
parties in public office in order to conceal their 
own influence, inhibit any exhibition of 
independence by politicians, and allow the 
electorate to believe they were exercising their 
own free choice." (page 73) 

It is presumed that if this 
"international network" wanted a "crisis that is 
very grave indeed," they could create it! 

(Yes, Hillary, there is a "VAST 
LEFT WING CONSPIRACY!") 

They have gathered together such a 
list of "prominent citizens." 

They have raised the necessary 
funding from "the foundations." 

They have published such a book. 

Now all they need to do is to "create 
the crisis." 

In 1982 200 "prominent citizens" 
calling themselves The Committee on the 
Constitutional System met "in Washington and 
in regional settings around the country to 
examine the political system and to search for 
ways to improve its performance." In 1985 the 
Committee published a book entitled 
Reforming American Government (ISBN 0- 
8133-7114-7), a collection of 40 articles 
written by 29 Committee members. 

These articles express "concerns and 
solutions," and conclude that THE 
CONSTITUTION IS OUTMODED and needs 
to be replaced!! 

BUT ONLY AFTER A CRISIS IS 
CREATED THAT WILL CONVINCE US OF 
A NEED TO DO SO! 

I will try and detail their concerns 
just as briefly as I can so that the reader can 
see that this might be the year in which they 
hope to accomplish their goal. 

The following is the Committee’s 
underlying theme, drafted in 1983: "Except in 
times of great crisis, the government is now 
unable to act in a timely manner — or at all." 
(page 69) 

Let me start by quoting the article 
written by Lester Thurow, a professor of 
economics at MIT: "Fundamentally, America 
must alter its structure of government. The 
men of 1776 [called this nation's "founding 
fathers"] may have designed a set of checks 
and balances that succeeded for the nation's 
first 200 years, but they did not anticipate the 
dilemmas of the 1980's." (page 37) 

Professor James Bums, a professor 
of political science at Williams College, saw 
that only "a series of national and worldwide 
crises" could cause the "American people" to 
"feel an urgent need for a change." (page 59) 

In another article he states, "I doubt 
that Americans under normal conditions could 
agree on the package of radical and ‘alien’ 
constitutional changes that would be required. 


They would do so, I think, only during 
and following a stupendous national crisis 
and political failure." (page 162) 

Another who wrote about a 
"crisis" is C. Douglas Dillon, the co-chair 
of the Committee on the Constitutional 
System. He was the Secretary of the 
Treasury during the Kennedy 
Administration. (His name is on your 
1963 paper currency.) Reforming 
American Government fails to mention 
that Mr. Dillon used to be the Chairman 
of the Council on Foreign Relations, 
which has been called "America's 
Invisible Government!" (Obviously an 
oversight!) 

This is how he saw it: "Such a 
significant shift in our Constitution is 
unlikely to come about except as a result 
of a crisis that is very grave indeed." 
(page 29) 

James M. Bums, again: "The 
framers [of the Constitution] have simply 
been too shrewd for us. They have 
outwitted us. They designed separated 
institutions that cannot be unified by 
mechanical linkages. If we are to 'turn 
the founders upside down' — to put 
together what they put asunder — we 
must directly confront the constitutional 
structure they erected. " (page 160) 

So these "prominent citizens" 
believe the Constitution is outdated, and 
that it must be eliminated if this nation is 
to handle some sort of unspecified 
"crisis." 

Mr. Dillon then offered his 
solution to the Constitutional "crisis" 
"that can only be remedied by a truly 
significant shift — a change to some 
form of parliamentary government that 
would eliminate or sharply reduce the 
present division of authority between the 
executive and legislative arms of 
government." (page 29) 

Lloyd Cutler, a counsel to 
President Jimmy Carter, and co-chair of 
The Committee, zeroed in on just what 
the "parliamentary government" would do 
with the Constitution: IT WOULD 
REMOVE IT! 

"A parliamentary government 
may have no written constitution, as in the 
United Kingdom." (page 13) 

And Mr. Cutler told us that they 
needed to create a way to change the form 
of our government: 

"We need to find a way of 
coming closer to the parliamentary 
concept of 'forming a government,' under 
which the elected majority is able to carry 
out an overall program and is held 
accountable for its success or failure." 
(page 16) 


Arthur M. Schlesinger Jr., 
who served as Special Assistant to 
President John Kennedy, defined the 
new governmental form: "The 

parliamentary system is to be defined 
by a fusion rather than by a 
separation of powers. The executive is 
drawn from the legislative majority 
and can count on automatic 
enactment of its programs." (page 51) 

That means to me that our 
next President will come from the 
Legislative branch of our government, 
not from direct popular vote. 

A1 Gore, wrote a book in 
1992 entitled Earth in the Balance 
(ISBN: 0-395-57821-3) in which he 
also wrote about some needed changes 
in our civilization. This is how he 
phrased it on page 48 of his book: "Our 
challenge is to accelerate the needed 
change in thinking about our 
relationship to the environment in order 
to shift the pattern of our civilization to 
a new equilibrium. 

"This change in thinking will 
also follow the pattern described in 
Chaos Theory, with little change 
evident until a threshold is passed, and 
then, as key assumptions are modified, 
a flood of dramatic changes will occur 
all at once." 

He continued with this quote 
on page 355: "The model of change we 
use in designing and implementing our 
strategy should be based on the 
assumptions that there is a threshold we 
must cross and that not much change 
will be apparent and obvious until we 
reach that threshold, but when it is 
finally reached, the changes will be 
sudden and dramatic." 

So, A1 Gore is telling the 
American people that there is a 
"needed" "threshold" coming, that will 
lead to a series of "dramatic changes" 
that will "occur all at once." Notice in 
that quote on page 355 that "WE" are 
using a "strategy" that we "designed 
and implemented." That confirms the 
fact that whatever "THRESHOLD" we 
are to cross, it has been planned and 
this nation WILL cross it! 

They have told us: 

1. Their concerns 

2. Their solutions 

So the only thing we need to locate is a 
date for this "threshold" to appear. 

Now, what must we do about 
it? 

The only practical answer I 
have is that we need to make this 
information just as widely known as 
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In the beginning of change the patriot is a scarce man, brave, hated and scorned. When his cause 
succeeds, however, the timid join him, for then it costs nothing to be a patriot. - Mark Twain 





possible!! The one thing that a 
"CONSPIRACY" cannot stand is the light of 
the truth. 

I will be trying to make this as public as 
possible. I am hoping that you will do all you 
know how to assist. If you want to discuss 
this, I can be reached at 
EPPERSONRA@aol.com or through my 
mailing address: 

Ralph Epperson 
PO Box 536 
Tucson, Arizona 85730 

Oh yes, one more thing. If you read about my 
"jumping off of a 16 story building" because I 
wanted to fly, I DID NOT DO THAT! I get a 
nosebleed when I climb a ladder! 

May God bless America! 

Letters to the Editor 
Dear Fellow Patriots, 

My name is XX, better known in the patriot 
community as brigadier general XX, operation 
officer for the Southern States Alliance (SSA). 

I was given your newsletter by a patriot I know 
from the state of Georgia, which was my base 
of operations for the SSA. The brother who 
gave me the newsletter said the “NJM is a 
stand up group.” I say outstanding! You see, I 
am from New Jersey. So I hope you can 
understand my interest in the NJM. Our 
brother and I are both in Federal custody. It 
saddens me to say, we lost many battles in the 
South and many brave men and women lost a 
lot. Things like family’s, property, freedom 
and last, hut not least, their lives. Because of 
the federal terrorism that is enforced on 
America’s people day after day. 

My release is YY 2003. I plan on 
returning to New Jersey. I still have a lot to 
offer and continue to collect intel. I would like 
to correspond with the NJM, for I am not dead 
and have only temporarily been taken out of 
the fight. The war will go on for me, as it does 
for you. Death to the New World Order. 

Your brother at arms, 

XX 

Federal prisoner 

Ed.: Let’s help our brother. Anyone 
wishing to correspond with Mr. XX may 
contact us by mail for his address. 

* * * * 

Thank you for the excellent 
newsletter. God bless you. 

Pennsylvania 


Dear NJM, 

The small poster “United 
Nations - Friend or Foe?” is very good 
and I would like to make a donation for 
some copies so that I might do my own 
mailing of them to my friends. (Enclosed 
3-33 cent & 3-1 cent stamps.) 

I had written you about “The 
Last Trumpet” Ministries newsletter & I 
hope you were able to check it out? 
LTM, Box 806, Beaver Dam, Wisconsin 
Republic Non-Domestic PZ [53916] 
www.lasttrumDctministrics.ori; FAX 
920-887-2626 & maybe when Pastor 
Meyer comes to New York again some of 
you will go with him on his rounds?? I’m 
sure you will be glad you did. 

Thank You & Yahweh Bless, 

Federal prisoner 

Ed.: If the good pastor’s rounds 
include a vigorous protest at the United 
Nations I’m sure we could join him. 

* * * * 
Greetings, 

We just received via a prisoner 
your newsletter. 

We would like to give you a 
free listing (normally $20) in the Pro- 
White Guide and also the White Pages 
International. Also we are seeking 
addresses of other militia groups across 
the country if you care to send them. We 
give publishing credit for 25 names or 
more. 

Best regards, 

California 

Ed.: we’ll have to pass on this 
one. Wouldn’t want to get caught down 
range if certain fire teams find out. 

* * * * 
Dear Editor, 

Enclosed please find a renewal 
form to continue my scrip to NJM NL, 
which I find to be excellent and in the 
patriotic tradition of the Committees of 
Correspondence. 

I wanted to write you a brief 
submission for you to publish. I do not 
wish them published under my name, but 
you may sign them “ZORRO -Marquette 
Branch Prison - name withheld by 
request”. I think this the best for all the 
usual, and some different reasons 

I’ve had my hometown newspaper 
publishing my stuff for over a year now; 
I’ve decided to utilize the forum for 


political, patriotic, libertarian 
information dissemination. One series 
of submissions is in progress and I 
intend them to be generic enough to 
send elsewhere; want to see them?? 
GRIN. I’ll send them along as soon as 
they are finished: “The Ballot Box”, the 
"Jury Box” and “The Ammo Box”; and 
I have one very critical of the NRA, 
more so than you might have seen, but 
I see some interesting stuff in your 
pages on that already, so it should come 
as no surprise. 

I’ll be walking later this 
calendar, be surprised when I show up 
on a long planned trip eastward; but 
you’ll be informed of my address 
change when I walk anyway... 

For FREEDOM. 

State prisoner 

* * * 

"Live through all time or die of 
suicide” 

In 1837 Abraham Lincoln gave a 
speech in Springfield, Illinois in which 
he recognized that no foreign power or 
combination of foreign powers “could 
by force take a drink from the Ohio or 
make a track on the Blue Ridge. At 
what point, then, is the approach of 
danger to be expected?” Lincoln said, 
“If it ever reach us, it must spring from 
among us, it cannot come from abroad. 
If destruction be our lot, we must 
ourselves be its author and finisher. As 
a nation of freedom, we must live 
through all time or die of suicide.” 

“The sovereign units of the new world 
order” 

If totalitarianism wins this conflict, the 
world will be ruled by tyrants, and 
individuals will be slaves. If democracy 
wins, the nations of the earth will be 
united in a commonwealth of free 
peoples, and individuals, wherever 
found, will be the sovereign units of the 
new world order. - “The Declaration of 
the Federation of the World,” produced 
by the Congress on World Federation, 
adopted by the legislatures of North 
Carolina (1941), New Jersey (1942), 
Pennsylvania (1943), and possibly 
other states. 
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